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'I 

All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 

- 


Liberal Fascism: The Secret 
History of the American Left 
from Mussolini to the Politics 
of Meaning 

Book review by David Oshinsky 

According to Jonah 
Goldberg, a conservative columnist and 
contributing editor for National Review, 
fascism predated Mussolini and Hitler. 
He believes that Pres. Woodrow Wilson 
turned the U.S. into a “fascist country, 
albeit temporarily” during World War I. 
Americans in 1917 were reluctant to 
join the slaughter in Europe. There was 
no Fort Sumter or Pearl Harbor to rally 
public support. So Wilson formed the 
country’s first propaganda ministry, the 
Committee on Public Information. The 
devil became the merciless Hun, and 
Americans were encouraged to lash 
out at those of German ancestry. 
Congress passed laws banning 
“abusive” and “disloyal” language 

against the government and its officials. 
The Post Office revoked the mailing 
privileges of antiwar publications, 
effectively shutting them down. 

Wilson also formed 

numerous boards to regulate 

everything from artillery to lamb chops. 
The result, Goldberg argues, was the 
birth of a socialist dictatorship that 
“whipped, cajoled and seduced 
American industry into the loving 
embrace of the state.” Though partly 
dismantled after the war, this model, 
we are told, became the blueprint for 
Franklin Roosevelt's New Deal. 

Goldberg is less convincing 
here because he can’t get a handle on 
Roosevelt’s admittedly elusive 
personality. For Goldberg, even the 
president’s greatest skill — his ability to 
communicate — was negated by his 
failure to chart a steady course. One is 
left to ponder how America’s modern 


welfare state emerged from such a 
lazy, superficial mind. 

In attempting to link 
Roosevelt to European fascism 
Goldberg highlights the Civilian 
Conservation Corps, which offered a 
paycheck and military discipline to 
unemployed young men, and the 
National Recovery Administration, 
which was intended to spur industrial 
production through centralized 
planning. But it’s absurd to view the 
C.C.C. as the American version of 
Hitler Youth, and the N.R.A. was so 
ineffective that Roosevelt heaved a 
sigh of relief when it was declared 
unconstitutional in 1935. 

Oddly, Goldberg has less to 
say about issues more likely to bolster 
his case, like the enormous growth of 
executive power under Roosevelt and 
his ill-fated attempt to “pack” the 
Supreme Court. Goldberg 

acknowledges that Wilson and 
Roosevelt faced legitimate national 
emergencies. But subsequent 
presidents have invented false crises 
he claims, and John F. Kennedy did it 
best. How else does one explain his 
popularity? The answer lies in his cold- 
war brinkmanship, his “adrenaline- 
soaked” appeals to national service 
and martial values, and, of course, the 
Nazi-like cult of personality that he 
buffed to gleaming perfection. 

Is something missing here? 
Goldberg races from Wilson to 
Roosevelt to Kennedy with barely a 
glance at what happened in between. 
The reason is simple: for Goldberg, 
fascism is strictly a Democratic 
disease. This allows him to dispose of 
1920s politics in a single sentence. 
“After the Great War,” he writes, “the 
country slowly regained its sanity.” 
What Goldberg may not know is that 
the 1920s were anything but sane. This 


was the decade that contained the 
largest state-sponsored social 
experiment in the nation’s history — 
Prohibition — lasting through three 
Republican administrations before 
Franklin Roosevelt ended it in 1933. 
The 1920s also saw the spread of the 
Ku Klux Klan in the Republican 
Midwest, a halt to immigration under 
the National Origins Act and an angry 
backlash against the teaching of 
evolution in public schools. 

Goldberg briefly enters the 
Eisenhower 1950s to tease liberals for 
whining about McCarthyism. “A few 
Hollywood writers who’d supported 
Stalin and then lied about it lost their 
jobs,” he says. What’s the big deal? For 
the Reagan 1980s there is hardly a 
word. I had entertained the slim hope 
that Goldberg might consider the 
“fascist” cult of personality surrounding 
Reagan’s 1984 “Morning in America” 
hokum (“Prouder, Stronger, Better”). 
But, alas, such scrutiny is reserved only 
for the 1992 Clinton presidential 
campaign, with its “Riefenstahlesque 
film of a teenage Bill Clinton shaking 
hands with President Kennedy.” 
Indeed, even George W. Bush's 
spectacularly staged landing on an 
aircraft carrier in full battle regalia to 
declare “mission accomplished” in Iraq 
escapes notice here. It doesn’t take a 
village for Goldberg to play the fascist 
card; a single Democrat will do. 

The final chapters of Liberal 
Fascism are a rant against America’s 
numerous liberal-fascist elites. When 
there are no calamities to be 
addressed, liberals push a more robust 
social agenda, Goldberg claims, using 
the state and the news media to tar 
opponents of, say, affirmative action or 
same-sex marriage. "At some point,” 
Goldberg writes, “it is necessary to 
throw down the gauntlet, to draw a line 











you can see the stars, the moon, if it's 
daytime the sun or whatever. So you 
can not only see what you're going to 
seed, you can analyze it on your 
radar... generally speaking its not very 
hazardous flying," Livingston answered. 

Dr Livingston puts beyond 
doubt the reality of weather 
modification. His take on Hurricane 
Katrina is that it was not prevented for 
political reasons. 

— Alex Jones on air, PrisonPlanet, 14 
October 2005 

Ed.: guys, we were slow on 
this one; better late than never? 

Where the white man went 
wrong 

Chief Two Eagles was 
asked, “You have observed the white 
man and his ways. You've seen his 
wars and his technological advances. 
You've seen his progress, and the 
damage he's done.” 

The Chief nodded in 

agreement. 

“Considering all this, in your 
opinion, where did the white man go 
wrong?'” 

The Chief stared into the 
campfire for a long time and then 
calmly replied, "’When white man find 
land, Indians running it, no taxes, no 
debt, plenty buffalo, plenty beaver, 
clean water. Women did all the work, 
Medicine man free. Indian man spend 
all day hunting and fishing; all night 
having sex.' 

“Only white man dumb 
enough to think he could improve 
system like that.” 

Paid FBI Testimony Convicts 
Jihadists 

Five Muslim immigrants 
were convicted Monday of plotting to 
massacre U.S. soldiers at Fort Dix, N.J. 

Defense lawyers argued 
that the alleged plot was all talk—that 
the men were goaded by two paid FBI 
informants. 

During the eight-week trial, 
the government relied heavily on the 
informants, who infiltrated the group 
and secretly recorded hundreds of 
conversations. 

Prosecutors said the men 
bought several assault rifles supplied 
by the FBI and that they trekked to 
Pennsylvania's Pocono Mountains to 
practice their shooting. 

The investigation began 
after a clerk at a Circuit City store told 
the FBI that some customers had 
asked him to transfer onto DVD some 
video footage of them firing assault 
weapons and screaming about jihad. 


The FBI asked two 
informants—both foreign-born men 
who entered the U.S. illegally and had 
criminal records—to befriend the 
suspects. Both informants were paid 
and were offered help obtaining legal 
resident status. 

Federal prosecutor William 
Fitzpatrick defended the government's 
handling of the case. "The FBI 
investigates crime on the front end. 
They don't want to have to do it on the 
back end," he told the jury. 

- AP Dec. 22, 2008 

Ed.: The FBI is renowned 
for justifying its illegal wiretaps, 
surreptitious break-ins, suborned 
testimony and witness corruption as 
“investigating crime on the front end.” 
Or would “instigating” be more 
accurate? Whether a crime worthy of 
life sentences would have been 
committed without coercing illegal 
aliens to provide the defendants with 
firearms is questionable. 

The men behind the curtain 

President-elect Obama’s 
chief of staff-designate, Rahm 
Emanuel, says, “You never want a 
serious crisis to go to waste. Things 
that we had postponed for too long, 
that were long-term, are now 
immediate and must be dealt with. This 
[financial] crisis provides the 
opportunity for us to do things that you 
could not do before.” Thus Emanuel 
affirms Robert Higgs’s thesis in Crisis 
and Leviathan-, government will use a 
crisis (real, exaggerated, or imagined) 
to expand its power. And when the 
crisis subsides, the new powers will not 
be shed. 

Do you remember the 
scene in The Wizard of Oz when Toto 
reveals the “great and powerful wizard” 
behind the curtain as nothing but a 
homunculus operating an imposing 
thunder-and-lightning machine? At our 
peril do we pay no attention to the men 
behind the D.C. curtain. 

- Sheldon Richman, 

www.fff.org/comment Dec. 5, 2008 

"Terrorism - Anti- 
Government.” 

To friends in the protest 
movement, Lucy was an eager 20- 
something who attended their events 
and sent encouraging e-mails to 
support their causes. 

Only one thing seemed 

strange. 

"At one demonstration, I 
remember her showing up with a laptop 
computer and typing away," said Mike 
Stark, who helped lead an anti-death- 


penalty march. "We all thought that was 
odd." 

Not really. The woman was 
an undercover Maryland State Police 
trooper who between 2005 and 2007 
infiltrated more than two dozen rallies 
and meetings of nonviolent groups. 

Based on information 
gathered by "Lucy" and others state 
police wrongly listed at least 53 
Americans as terrorists in a criminal 
intelligence database - and shared 
information about them with state and 
federal agencies, including the National 
Security Agency. 

Among those labeled as 
terrorists: two Catholic nuns, a former 
Democratic congressional candidate, 
and a lifelong pacifist. One suspect's 
file warned that she was "involved in 
puppet making and allows anarchists to 
utilize her property for meetings." 

"There wasn't a scintilla of 
illegal activity" going on, said David 
Rocah, an attorney for the American 
Civil Liberties Union, which in July 
obtained the first surveillance files. 
State police have released other 
heavily redacted documents. 

Investigators targeted 
groups that advocated against abortion, 
global warming, nuclear arms, military 
recruiting in high schools and 
biodefense research, among others. 

Critics say such 
investigations violate constitutional 
guarantees of freedom of speech and 
assembly, and serve to inhibit lawful 
dissent. 

In the largest known effort, 
the Pentagon monitored at least 186 
lawful protests and meetings in 
California and other states. 

The military also compiled 
more than 2,800 reports on Americans 
in a database of supposed terrorist 
threats. That program, known as 
TALON, was ordered closed in 2007 
after it was exposed in news reports. 

The Maryland operation 
also has ended, but critics still question 
why police spent hundreds of hours 
spying on peace groups in a state that 
reported 36,000 violent crimes last 
year. 

Stephen Sachs, a former 
state attorney general who investigated 
the scandal, found that state police 
launched the operation in March 2005 
out of concern that the planned 
execution of a convicted murderer 
might lead to violent protests. 

They sent Lucy to join local 
activists at Takoma Park's Electrik 
Maid, a funky community center 
popular with punk rockers and slam 
poets. 




"The meeting was primarily 
concerned with getting people to put up 
fliers and getting information out," the 
undercover officer reported. "No other 
pertinent intelligence information was 
obtained." 

That proved true for all 29 
meetings, rallies and protests that Lucy 
attended. 

Using the aliases Lucy 
Shoup and Lucy McDonald, she 
befriended activists. "I want to get 
involved in different causes," she wrote 
in an e-mail, citing her interest in "anti¬ 
death penalty, antiwar and pro-animal 
actions!!!" 

Max Obuszewski, a 
Baltimore pacifist, said Lucy asked 
about civil disobedience, but didn't 
instigate any. "She never volunteered 
to do anything, not even hand out 
leaflets," he said. "She was not an 
agent provocateur." 

Greg Shipley, a state police 
spokesman, said that no one in the 
department had been disciplined in 
connection with the spying program. 
Lucy, who has not been publicly 
identified, would not consent to an 
interview, he said. 

Most of the files list 
terrorism as a "primary crime" and a 
"secondary crime," then add subgroups 
for designations such as antiwar 
protester. 

Barry Kissin, 57, a lawyer 
who ran unsuccessfully for Congress, 
heads a group that works "for social, 
economic and environmental justice," 
according to his police file. Their 
protests "are always peaceful," it 
added. 

He was labeled "Terrorism - 
Anti-Government.” 

-- Los Angeles Times, Dec. 7, 2008 

2008 in Review 

January - The District of 
Columbia filed its brief in District of 
Columbia v. Heller. Nearly two dozen 
briefs are filed with the U.S. Supreme 
Court by individuals and groups 
supporting D.C.'s bans on handguns, 
having a gun assembled within the 
home, and carrying a gun within the 
home. 

February - The largest 
number of co-signers of a 
congressional amicus curiae brief in 
American history - 55 members of the 
U.S. Senate and 250 members of the 
House - signed the brief affirming the 
individual rights view of the Second 
Amendment. [Of N.J.'s 15-member 
Congressional delegation only one 
signed (Rep. Scott Garrett).] 


March - A Gallup poll finds 
that 73% of the U.S. public believes 
that the Second Amendment 
guarantees the right of Americans to 
own firearms. 

April - The faux "pro-gun" 
group, American Hunters & Shooters 
Association (AHSA) does what any 
“pro-gun” group would do (sarcasm 
intended)-they endorse Barack Obama- 
American's most anti-gun presidential 
candidate. 

June 26 - the Supreme 
Court affirms, in a 5-4 decision in 
Heller, that the Second Amendment 
protects a pre-existing, private, 
individually-held Right to Keep Arms 
and to Bear Arms, without regard to a 
person's relationship to a militia. - NRA 
files five lawsuits challenging local gun 
bans in San Francisco, and in Chicago 
and several of its suburbs. 

September - The FBI 
releases its crime report for 2007. 
Violent crime has fallen as the number 
of guns has increased 4.5 million a 
year. Violent crime is lower than 
anytime since Gerald Ford became 
president, in 1974. — A new study from 
the Universities of Michigan and 
Maryland finds "no evidence that gun 
shows lead to substantial increases in 
either gun homicides or suicides. In 
addition, tighter regulation of gun 
shows does not appear to reduce the 
number of firearm-related deaths." 
("The Effect of Gun Shows on Gun- 
Related Deaths: Evidence from 
California and Texas" 

( www.closup.umich.edu/research/ 

workinqpapers/papers/qunshows- 

sept08-final.pdf ) 

November - Barack Obama 
is elected President and immediately 
begins to disrespect gun owners with a 
number of staff appointments. Potential 
Administration employees are asked, 
“Do you or any members of your 
immediate family own a gun? If so, 
provide complete ownership and 
registration information. Has the 
registration ever lapsed? Please also 
describe how and by whom it is used 
and whether it has been the cause of 
any personal injuries or property 
damage." 

December - The U.S. 
Department of the Interior announces 
that it will restore the rights of law- 
abiding gun owners who wish to 
transport and carry firearms for lawful 
purposes on most DOI lands, and will 
make federal law consistent with the 
state law in which these public lands 
are located. 

-- NRA.ILA Grassroots Alert, Dec. 19, 
2008 


What Change? 

By Chuck Baldwin 

“Change you can believe 
in.” This was President-elect Barack 
Obama's campaign slogan. As a 
candidate Obama said, “Change 
doesn't come from Washington. 
Change comes to Washington." 

But does anyone see 
"change" with Obama's cabinet and 
staff nominees? Every one of them is a 
longtime political insider. And at least 
eleven of them are members of the 
globalist Council on Foreign Relations: 
Timothy Geithner, Secretary of the 
Treasury; Lawrence Summers, 
National Economic Council director; 
Robert Gates, Defense; Janet 
Napolitano, Homeland Security; Tom 
Daschle, Health and Human Services; 
Bill Richardson, Commerce; Susan 
Rice, Ambassador to the United 
Nations; Paul Volcker, Economic 
Recovery Advisory Board; James 
Steinberg, Deputy Secretary of State; 
Mona Sutphen, Deputy White House 
Chief of Staff; Louis Caldera, Director 
of the White House Military Office. 

The CFR has dominated 
Democrat and Republican Presidential 
administrations for decades. Presidents 
Eisenhower, Nixon, Ford, Carter, 
George H.W. Bush and Clinton have all 
been CFR members, as have Vice 
Presidents Humphrey, Rockefeller, 
Mondale and Cheney. And let's not 
forget that this year's Republican 
Presidential nominee, John McCain, is 
also a CFR member. (The CFR and 
their surrogates also control the 
national news media. What a 
coincidence!) 

Do you now see why-no 
matter who is elected nothing 
changes? Republican or Democrat, it 
does not matter: the CFR and their 
collaborators remain in power. As 
Sonny and Cher used to sing, "The 
Beat Goes On." 

There will be no real 
change in Washington, D.C., until the 
CFR and their elitist cronies are 
thoroughly and universally removed 
from power. 

So, while the occupant at 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue may have 
changed, there will be no real change 
to the direction of these United States. 
Count on it! 

On Leadership 

“You must love those you 
lead before you can be an effective 
leader. You can certainly command 
without that sense of commitment, but 
you cannot lead without it. And without 
leadership, command is a hollow 






experience, a vacuum often filled with 
mistrust and arrogance.” -- Army Chief 
of Staff Eric Shinseki (1999-2003) in his 
farewell speech. 

Gen. Shinseki was forced 
out when he told Congress that it might 
take several hundred thousand U.S. 
troops to control Iraq after the invasion. 
The neocons, Defense Secretary 
Donald Rumsfeld and his deputy, Paul 
Wolfowitz, belittled the estimate as 
"wildly off the mark.” But Shinseki's 
words proved prophetic after President 
Bush in early 2007 announced a 
"surge" of additional troops to Iraq after 
miscalculating the numbers needed. 

Oath, what oath? 

U.S. District Judge Milton 
Shadur today upheld Chicago's 1982 
handgun ban. 

In a 5-to-4 decision in June, 
the Supreme Court overturned the D.C. 
handgun ban on grounds that the 
Second Amendment establishes the 
right to own a handgun for personal 
self-defense. 

Todd Vandermyde, Illinois 
legislative liaison for the NRA, called 
the ruling a temporary victory for the 
city. 

"It was expected. We went 
to court knowing it's going to take a 
higher court's ruling. As Judge Shadur 
enumerated in his decision, he's still 
bound by the precedent set by the 7th 
Circuit [Court of Appeals]. He wasn't 
going to stick his neck out on an issue 
that the 7th Circuit hasn't changed its 
mind on," he said. 

In his ruling, Shadur 
appeared to caution the city that its 
victory might be short-lived. 

"This court should not be 
misunderstood as either rejecting or 
endorsing the logic of plaintiff's 
argument. It may well carry the day 
before a court that is unconstrained by 
the obligation to follow the unreversed 
precedent of a court that occupies a 
higher position in the judicial 
firmament," the decision stated. 

— suntimes.com, Dec. 18, 2008 

Ed.: in other words a 
judge's oath to uphold the Constitution 
is not absolute. If a court higher up the 
food chain hasn't ruled something 
unconstitutional, even though the 
Supreme Court has so ruled, a district 
court judge (Shadur in this case) can 
disregard his oath and supinely bow to 
the appeals court's past 
unconstitutional ruling. No wonder the 
judiciary is held in such high esteem? 


Police Fatalities Decline 

Fewer police officers died in 
the line of duty in 2008 compared to 
last year, reflecting better training and 
tactics, according to the National Law 
Enforcement Officers Memorial Fund 
and another group, Concerns of Police 
Survivors. 

Officer deaths this year 
(through Dec. 28) totaled 140, 
compared to 181 in 2007. 

Gunfire deaths dropped to 
41 officers this year, compared to 68 in 
2007. The 2008 number represented 
the lowest total since 1956—when 
there were 35—and was far below the 
peak of 156 officers killed by gunfire in 
1973. 

Traffic-related deaths also 
declined, with 71 officers killed this 
year, compared to 83 in 2007. It was 
the 11th consecutive year that more 
officers were killed in traffic incidents 
than from any other cause. 

The states with the most 
deaths were Texas with 14, followed by 
California with 12, then Florida and 
Pennsylvania with eight apiece. 

Other factors cited for the 
reduction in police fatalities: 
_A record 2.3 million adult criminals 
behind bars, according to the Pew 
Center on the States. 

_A 2007 violent crime rate that held 
steady at the 2005 level, according to 
the Justice Department. 

— Associated Press, Dec. 29, 2008 

Ed.: Researcher John Lott 
has shown that crime is lower in 
concealed carry jurisdictions. 
However, because the Association of 
Chiefs of Police is opposed to the right 
to keep and bear arms the effect of 
concealed carry probably would not be 
included by police foundations as 
contributing to the lower crime rate and, 
therefore, fewer police fatalities. 

“Hate Crimes” and the Racial 
Justice Racket 

By Ron Smith 

“We've seen everything 
from cross-burnings on lawns of 
interracial couples to effigies of Obama 
hanging from nooses to unpleasant 
exchanges in schoolyards. I think we're 
in a worrying situation right now," said 
Mark Potok of the Southern Poverty 
Law Center regarding its take on the 
Age of Obama. 

The Southern Poverty Law 
Center is a thriving business. The 
Alabama-based "nonprofit" firm has 
become a font of riches for founder 
Morris Dees. Its last tax return (2005) 
showed it took in nearly $111 million in 


donations the previous four years alone 
and reported assets of $189.4 million. 

Its business is fundraising, 
and its success at raking in the cash is 
based on its ability to sell gullible 
people on the idea that present-day 
America is awash in white racism and 
anti-Semitism, which it will fight tooth- 
and-nail as the public interest law firm it 
purports to be. That might lead a 
skeptic to wonder why it spends little on 
litigation. 

To me and to other 
observant conservatives, the Southern 
Poverty Law Center is a clever scam, 
relentlessly cultivating for profit the fear 
that this nation is filled with Klansmen 
and rife with people eager to perpetrate 
genocide. Mr. Potok mentions cross¬ 
burnings on the lawns of interracial 
couples. If this is true, shame on those 
who do such things, but what you 
probably don't know about - and what 
the "law center" ignores - is the atrocity 
committed on an interracial couple in 
Winchester, Calif.: Marine Sgt. Jan 
Pawel Pietrzak, a Polish immigrant, 
and his African-American bride of two 
months, Quiana Jenkins Pietrzak who 
were allegedly killed by four African- 
American Marines, one of whom is also 
charged with a sex crime. In the weeks 
since the brutal murders, the media 
have been largely silent about the grisly 
incident. Would that be the case had 
the alleged perpetrators been white? 
Don't be silly. 

"Hate crimes," as trumpeted 
by the likes of the Southern Poverty 
Law Center, are a questionable legal 
construct used almost exclusively 
against whites. 

Hateful or not, interracial 
violent crime is overwhelmingly black 
on white or black on Asian. The 
Department of Justice's figures show 
that between 2001 and 2003, blacks 
were 39 times more likely to commit 
violent crimes against whites than the 
reverse. Of the nearly 770,000 violent 
interracial crimes committed every year 
involving blacks and whites, blacks 
commit 85 percent and whites commit 
15 percent. 

You won't hear about that 
from the Southern Poverty Law Center 
or see it on the evening newscasts, 
because the truth is one thing and the 
liberal agenda is another. 

-- Baltimore Sun, Dec. 3, 2008 

Ed.: the SPLC also smears 
the militia whenever it suits its purpose. 

The Fatal Embrace: Jews and 
the State 

On Friday we discussed the 
anti-gun efforts of the National Council 




of Jewish Women, a group that claims 
to be "inspired by Jewish values." 

Jews for the Preservation of 
Firearms Ownership would disagree. 
Billed as "America's most aggressive 
defender of firearms ownership," the 
"twin goals" of JPFO are: 

"To destroy "gun control" 
and to encourage Americans to 
understand and defend all of the Bill of 
Rights for everyone...Founded by Jews 
and initially aimed at educating the 
Jewish community about the historical 
evils that Jews have suffered when 
they have been disarmed, JPFO has 
always welcomed persons of all 
religious beliefs who share a common 
goal of opposing and reversing victim 
disarmament policies while advancing 
liberty for all." 

Their work is done through 
education, via books, videos, 
pamphlets. 

JPFO Executive Director 
Aaron Zelman is particularly 
authoritative on the subject of Jews and 
"gun control". (JPFO uses quotation 
marks around the term, to highlight that 
it is, in fact, a euphemism for citizen 
disarmament.) 

I asked Mr. Zelman his 
thoughts on the NCJW's support for 
disarmament. Here's what he told me: 
"Jewish organizations that embrace 
'gun control' have obviously not learned 
from history nor do they understand or 
accept Jewish teachings and 
commandments concerning self 
defense. They probably do not have a 
clear understanding of the Sixth 
Commandment; in the original, the 
wording is "thou shall not murder" and 
over the centuries has been 
misinterpreted to say "Thou shall not 
kill." 

"In our film 2A Today for the 
USA we strive to help folks better 
understand self defense. 

"Another problem with the 
Jewish stance on ‘gun control’ is the 
belief that big government is good and 
will protect you. A book with the title 
The Fatal Embrace: Jews and the State 
covers a couple hundred years of this 
lunacy." 

I encourage you to spend 


some time over at the JPFO website 
(www.jfpo.org) to learn more, to let your 
gun owner friends know about them, 
and to support the important work they 
do by becoming a member and by 
purchasing and sharing some of their 
educational materials. 

-- David Codrea, www.examiner.com, 
Cleveland Gun Right Examiner, Dec. 8, 
2008 

* * * 

“[Jews for the Preservation 
of Firearms Ownership’s] 2A Today for 
the USA is the best popular explanation 
of the Second Amendment available in 
video format that I have seen. It 
deserves the widest possible 
circulation, so that Americans can take 
concerted grass-roots action to 
preserve and put into effect the right 
that is necessary to the security of a 
free State". -Edwin Vieira,Jr.,Ph.D,J.D. 

Amnesty for spying 
telecoms? 

The Bush administration will 
try to convince U.S. District Judge 
Vaughn Walker to let stand a law 
granting retroactive legal immunity to 
the nation's telecoms, which are 
accused of transmitting Americans' 
private communications to the National 
Security Agency without warrants. 

Nearly four dozen lawsuits 
have been filed against AT&T, Verizon, 
MCI, Sprint and others who allegedly 
cooperated with the administration's 
domestic surveillance program 
following the Sept. 11 terror attacks. 
The lawsuits claim the cooperation 
violated federal wiretapping laws and 
the Constitution. 

On July 9 Congress voted 
to kill the lawsuits and grant retroactive 
amnesty to the phone companies; 
President-elect Barack Obama voted 
for the law. Electronic Frontier 
Foundation lawyers are set to urge 
Judge Walker to reject immunity as 
unconstitutional. At stake, they say, is 
the very principle of the rule of law in 
America. 

"I think it does set a very 
frightening precedent that it's okay for 
people to break the law because they 


can just have Congress bail them out 
later," says EFF legal director Cindy 
Cohn. "It's very troubling." 

Carl Tobias, a professor at 
the University of Richmond School of 
Law, says the immunity legislation, if 
upheld, "makes it possible to extend 
immunity to other areas of the law." 

The government argues 
that the telecoms should not be 
punished for a surveillance program 
that the administration claims was 
designed only to fight terrorism 

The administration also 
says immunity is warranted because 
the lawsuits threaten to expose 
government secrets. 

The EFF's case includes 
whistle-blower documents from a 
former AT&T technician that describe a 
secret room in an AT&T building in San 
Francisco that is wired to share raw 
internet traffic with the NSA. 

The EFF is now challenging 
the immunity legislation on the grounds 
that it seeks to circumvent the 
Constitution's separation of powers 
clause, as well as Americans' Fourth 
Amendment rights against 
unreasonable searches and seizures. 

The immunity law allows the 
government to file a classified brief with 
Judge Walker activating immunity for a 
particular communication company. 
Walker then has little power to deny the 
request, unless he finds the immunity 
legislation is itself unconstitutional. 

— David Kravets, Wired.com, Dec. 1, 
2008 

Ed.: here we have the 
executive and legislative branches both 
abandoning the rule of law. Note that 
Change-meister Obama, who 
reportedly taught constitutional law, 
voted for amnesty. So now it’s up 

Judge Walker... 

* * * 

War is the parent of armies; 
from these proceed debts and taxes; 
and armies, and debts, and taxes are 
the known instruments for bringing the 
many under the domination of the few. 
The loss of liberty at home is to be 
charged to the provisions against 
danger, real or imagined, from abroad. 

- James Madison 
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